Introduction
In a culture where philosophical and medical commentators turned to the corpora of their progenitors to uncover and demonstrate the principles of their professions, Galen thought it was extremely important that De natura hominis (Nat. Hom.) be perceived as having been written by Hippocrates.1 He argued that Nat. Hom. was the only text in which Hippocrates methodically investigated the primary substances of the human body, its φύσις, and therefore, it contained the 'foundation' (κρηπίς) of the whole art of Hippocrates. M. 1914, 8.20 = 15.11.14 K; Jouanna 2000, 290. 3 An overview of Galen's theoretical position on the elements and humors can be found in Hankinson, 2008 , 210-23. cf. Nutton 2004 The received text presented a number of exegetical problems for Galen. First, there was a strong contingent of contemporary scholars who maintained that Hippocrates' pupil and son-in-law, Polybus, was the author of Nat. Hom., and these men could point to a long tradition extending to the 4th century BC which declared Nat. Hom. was written by Polybus.4 Secondly, although the author of Nat. Hom. presented a systematic physiological model of the four humors, he does not argue for the four elements being the φύσις of man, as Galen had previously claimed in De elementis ex Hippocrate (Hipp.Elem.). Thirdly, not all of the theories presented in the received text agreed with Galen's understanding of medical science, most especially, the antiquated model of human anatomy in Chapter 11 of Nat. Hom.5 Therefore, Galen was faced with the task of extricating parts of the text he deemed to be Hippocratic from those which he perceived were neither written by Hippocrates nor true to the τέχνη of Hippocrates. Galen attempted to accomplish this by writing three books of commentary to the received text: In Hippocratis de natura hominis commentarii (HNH) and In Hippocratis de salubri victus ratione commentarius (Hipp.Vict.).6
In his prefatory remarks to HNH Galen puts forward the overall argument of his commentary.7 He claims that the received text for Nat. Hom. is an The description of the vessels in Nat. Hom. (6.58.1-60.14 L) is cited by Aristotle (HA, 3.3.512b-513a7) and attributed to Polybus. Anonymus Londiniensis' (19.1-18) summary of Nat. Hom. 3-4 provides evidence that this part, as well, was ascribed to Polybus. Jouanna 1975, 55-59; 2000, 279-283; Mansfeld 1994 , 144-45. 5 Jouanna 2000 Galen intended all three books of commentary to be read straight through. 7 As von Staden points out, ancient commentaries were sometimes shaped by 'something resembling a plot' , and some prefaces reveal the larger commitment of a commentary. von Staden, 2002 , 118. cf. Baltussen 2007 
